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1 37. (Twice Amended) The arrangement of claim 36 wherein said 

2 control includes erasing [those] from said disolav the symbols associated 

3 with data values not within said range [from said display]. 

1 38. (Twice Amended) A dynamic graphics arrangement for use in a 

2 computer having a display comprising 

3 means for displaying on said display a plurality of symbols 

4 representing respective data values, 

5 means for displaying on said display at least one tool operative by a 

6 user of said computer to restrict the display [to only those] of said symbols to 

7 nnly the symbols which meet a data criteria established by said user 

8 interacting with said displayed tool, and 

9 means, responsive to said user interacting with said displayed tool, for 

I o dynamically updating said display so that only [those of said] jhe_symbols 

I I representing data values meeting the data criteria currently established as a 

1 2 result of said user interacting with said displayed tool are displayed on said 

13 display . 

REMARKS 

This response is accompanied by an amended reissue declaration. 

Please make of record the prior art cited in the original case, as well as 
other pnor art uncovere d by applicants' representative, as requestea in tne 
accompanying disclosure statement. 

Applicants' claims stand rejected based on a defective reissue 
declaration. 

The declaration has been amended to address the issues noted in section 
1 of the Official Office action of January 9, 1997. That section questions what 
was "the specific day in early 1994". It is respectfully, submitted that applicants' 
prosecuting attorney failed to take notes during his telephone conversation with 
inventor S. G. Eick and also failed to record the date of the conversation. 
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Accordingly, applicants' prosecuting attorney can only recall that the 
conversation took place sometime in early 1994. 

It appears that applicants' response and amendment to the Office action 
of May 22, 1 995 was not entered. The Office action of May 22, 1 995 rejected 
claims 33-38 under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite. Claims 
33-38 have been amended in the manner shown above to deal with the 
rejection. Specifically, claims 33, 35, 37 and 38 have been amended to deal with 
the asserted indefiniteness of the term "those". Claims 34 and 36 have been 
amended to respectively deal with the asserted indefiniteness of the terms "a 
line" and "to control". 

The Official action of January 9, 1997 (page 3, item 1) indicates that the 
new claims submitted by reissue, if rewritten , must be underlined in total and 
contain no brackets. It is respectfully submitted that applicants are somewhat 
confused by this formal requirement. Specifically, MPEP section 1453 indicates 
(page 1400-30) that a "New claim should be presented with underlining 
throughout the claim." Please note that newly added claims 33-38 were 
underlined throughout when the reissue case was first filed. 

Also, MPEP section 1453 appears to show on page 1400-21 the proper 
way of amending a claim in a reissue application and presents an example of an 

amended reissue claim which includes brackets and which is not underlined 

throughout the claim. Accordingly, applicants' respectfully request clarification 
regarding the amendment of claims 33-38. 
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It is respectfully submitted that applicants' claims are in form for reissue 
and that the accompanying amended declaration meets the requirements of 37 
C.F.R. 1.175 
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